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Last  December  the  Commissioners  of  the  Housing  Authority 
of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  decided  to 
undertake  a  study  of  the  current  need  for  additional 
public  low-rent  housing  for  San  Francisco.   The  Director 
of  the  San  Francisco  Regional  Office  of  the  Public 
Housing  Administration  was  asked  to  undertake  this  study. 
He  assigned  this  work  to  the  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Director  for  Programs.   This  included  the  outlining 
of  the  specifications  for  securing  the  essential  data, 
an  analysis  of  the  data  and  the  preparation  of  this 
report.   Except  for  selected  Census  references  the 
source  material  used  in  this  study  was  based  on  Housing 
Authority  records  and  on  the  results  of  a  special  housing 
survey.  The  actual  survey  and  other  associated  work  was 
accomplished  by  staff  members  of  the  Housing  Authority, 
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Purpose  and  Scope 

The  purpose  of  this  study  is  to  estimate  the  number  of  housing  units 
which  could  feasibly  be  added  to  the  San  Francisco  public  low-rent 
housing  program  at  this  time.  The  study  is  concentrated  on 
segments  of  the  city's  population  expected  to  constitute  the  major 
market  potential  for  this  program.  It  is  not  claimed  that  the 
exact  extent  of  need  or  the  exact  extent  of  the  market  can  be 
pinpointed  from  the  data  compiled  here,  but  an  approximation  of  the 
number  of  housing  units  which  could  be  reasonably  utilized  can  be 
made. 

The  first  section  of  the  study  concerns  low-income  renter  families 
living  in  substandard  housing  in  1960.  The  basic  data  were  obtained 
from  the  1960  Census  of  Housing  (HC  (SI)  -18). 

The  next  section  presents  an  appraisal  of  the  number  and  characteristics 
of  persons  60  years  old  and  over  who  were  living  in  San  Francisco  in 
1960.  Since  their  housing  conditions  are  not  reported,  there  is  some 
duplication  to  the  extent  that  any  renter  family  in  this  group  was 
living  in  substandard  housing  in  1960.  The  material  is  based  on  a 
special  tabulation  prepared  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census. 

The  third  section  is  devoted  to  an  estimate  of  the  number  of  eligible 
applicant  families  who  were  residing  in  relinquished  war  housing 
project  units  during  March  of  this  year.  These  units  were  considered 
to  be  in  standard  condition  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  in  1960. 
Therefore,  they  were  excluded  in  the  1960  Census  substandard  housing 
count.  The  present  State  law  requires  that  this  housing  be 
demolished  by  1970. 

For  four  consecutive  months,  starting  last  February,  the  Housing 
Authority  made  a  series  of  tabulations  on  the  activity  of  applications 
for  low-rent  units.  The  final  section  consists  of  an  analysis  of 
this  work. 

No  estimate  is  made  of  the  number  of  potentially  eligible  families 
outside  of  those  in  war  housing  units  who  might  apply  for  public 
low-rent  housing  because  of  their  imminent  or  likely  displacement 
caused  by  some  type  of  public  action.  In  the  first  place  many  of 
these  families  might  be  included  in  the  estimates  submitted  in  this 
study.  Secondly,  so  far  any  such  displacement  has  not  represented 
a  significant  source  of  applicants.   From  February  through  May  of 
this  year  only  2  percent  of  the  current  verified  applications  on 
hand  represented  families  displaced  by  public  action.  Redevelopment 
displacement  for  this  period  accounted  for  only  seven  applicants. 
During  a  peak  period  of  redevelopment  displacement  activities  for 
the  quarter  ending  March  30,  1960,  the  corresponding  number  was  28. 
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General  Considerations 


The  following  admission  income  limits  were  adopted  by  the  Housing 
Authority  on  December  6,  1963,  to  insure  that  only  low-income 
families  would  be  eligible  for  public  low-rent  housing: 

Net  income  after  exemptions  —' 
Size  of  family  Regular   Special  _' 


1  person  £/ 

$2880 

$2880 

2  persons 

4000 

4800 

3  or  4  persons 

4200 

5040 

5  or  more  persons 

4500 

5400 

a/  Eligibility  for  admission  is 

determined  by  deducting  $100  from 
net  income  for  each  minor. 

b/  Apply  only  to  families  who  are 
displaced  by  public  action. 

c/  Applies  only  to  elderly  individual 
persons. 

Generally,  with  some  exceptions,  the  Housing  Authority  considers  only 
those  families  for  admission  who  are: 

Eligible  incomewise  ;  and 

Residents  of  San  Francisco  for  one  year  prior 
to  applying  for  admission;  and 

Living  in  housing  conditions  not  considered  to 
be  standard,  or  are  subject  to  displacement  by 
public  action,  or  are  actually  without  housing 
or  about  to  be  without  housing  for  reasons  not 
the  fault  of  the  applicant. 

Except  for  the  residency  requirement,  these  conditions  are  waived 
for  elderly  persons  or  families.   The  Housing  Authority  usually 
does  not  admit  owner  families  as  they  are  considered  to  be 
adequately  housed. 

Since  the  source  of  virtually  all  operating  income  for  public 
low-rent  housing  is  rental  receipts,  the  capacity  of  the  Housing 
Authority  to  accommodate  applicants  of  very  low  rent  paying  ability 
is  limited  by  the  cost  of  operating  their  low-rent  projects.   In 
this  regard  these  statistics  on  the  Housing  Authority's  low-rent 
operation  are  pertinent  in  the  following  analysis: 
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Year 

Average  monthly 

gross 

Average  monthly 

ending 

expendi 

tures  pe: 

r  unit 

gross  receipts 

Sept.    30 

Total 

Routine 

Other 
$4.71 

Per  unit 

1959 

$44.97 

$40.26 

$49.38 

1960 

52.57 

43.70 

8.87 

51.55 

1961 

57.11 

48.48 

8.63 

53.71 

1962 

58.58 

51.49 

7.09 

58.12 

1963 

54.90 

52.21 

2.69 

60.79 

1964* 

60.10 

56.07 

4.03 

60.89 

♦Estimated 

Pertinent  definitions  of  terms  used  are  presented  in  the  back, 


Renter  Families  in  Substandard  Dwellings 

In  1960  there  were  4,933  renter  families   living  in  substandard 
dwellings  in  San  Francisco.     Some  general  characteristics  are  given 
below  for  families  who  reported  their  incomes   (15.8  percent  did  not 
report  incomes) . 


Percent 
Median  income 


Total  White  Nonwhite 

families     families     families 

100.0  48.6 


$3,580  $3,700 


51.4 
$3,560 


Among  these  families,   2,570  reported  annual  incomes  for  1959  between 
$1,500  and  $5,999   (see  Table   1).      It  is  from  this  basic  resource 
that  most  of  the  potential   low-rent  applicants  would  be  expected. 
Seven  out  of  ten  renter  families  with  reported  incomes  under  $1,500, 
although  generally  eligible,  would  use  one  third  or  more  of  their 
income  for  gross  rent  if  they  moved  into  public   low-rent  housing, 
and  most  families  within  this  income  group  would  pay  substantial 
rent  increases  for  public  housing  accommodation.     Most  families 
with  reported  incomes  of  $6,000  or  over  would  probably  be  ineligible, 

By  assuming  certain  maximum  admission   limits  for  families  of  typical 
size,  some  rough  estimate  of  the  number  of  eligible  families  can  be 
achieved  through  interpolation  of  the  data  in  Table   1.      For  this 
purpose,  the  income   limits  used  are  in  terms  of  net  income  before 
exemption  for  minors: 


Size  of  family 

2  persons 

3  or  4  persons 

5  or  more  persons 
Total 


Income 

limit   Estimated  eligible 


$4100 

1,030 

55% 

4500 

460 

24 

5000 

400 

21 

1,890 

loTJT 
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On  an  income  basis  alone  nearly   1,900  families   could  be  assumed  to 
constitute  the  basic  pool  of  eligible  applicants.     About  45  percent 
of  these  families  are  white.     Only  a  portion  of  these   1,900  families, 
however,  would  actually  constitute  the  potential  market  for  public 
low-rent  housing.      There  is  no  way  of  testing  the  actual  interest  of 
eligible  families   in  moving  into  public   low-rent  housing  but  positive 
interest  would   likely  be  stimulated  if  the  move  meant  a  saving  in 
rent  or  no  increase  in  rent. 

The  Census  reference  includes  a  tabulation  showing  gross   rent  paid  as 
a  percentage  of  family  income  of  renter  families  found  in  substandard 
housing  in   1960.      From  these  data   (see  Table  2)   an  estimate  is  obtained 
on  the  number  of  renter  families  with  incomes  between  $1,500  and  $5,999 
who  paid  17.5%  or  more  of  their  income  for  gross  rent.      There  were   1,380 
families   in  this  category,  620  white  families  and  760  nonwhite  families, 
The  present  minimum  gross   rent  for  low- rent  housing  is  $39.      The 
maximum  project  rent-income  ratio  is   21.4  percent  (except  for  elderly 
individuals).     This  ratio  is  scaled  downward  for   larger  families. 
About  85  percent  of  the  estimated  1,380  families  in  this  group  paid 
$39  or  more  for  gross  rent  and  also  used  at   least  21.4  percent  or  more 
of  their  income  for  gross  rent.     This  adjusts  to  an  estimate  of  1,170 
families.     Eligible  families  among  them  should  certainly  be  considered 
as  potential  applicants  for  public   low-rent  housing.     They  could 
move  into  standard  housing  with  no  rent  increase  and  in  most  cases 
would  experience  rent  reductions. 

Any  market  estimate  is  subject   to  limitation  depending  on  operating 
rental  revenues  needed  to  sustain  financial  solvency.     A  demonstration 
of  this  point  can  be  established  in  the  case  of  the  estimated  total 
eligible  families.      From  the  data  given  in  Table  3  an  average  project 
gross  rent  for  the   1,890  estimated  eligible  families  is  calculated 
at  approximately  $53.     Achievement  of  greater  average  project  rents 
would  in  effect  require  the  restriction  of  admissions  to  families 
in  the  higher  project  rent  groups.      To  illustrate  — 

At  these  rents :  Eligible  families 

$53  1,890 

55  1,600 

60  1,200 

65  900 
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Elderly 

San  Francisco  had  a  population  in   1960  of  136,882  persons  at   least 
60  years  old.     There  were   130,583  households  in  which  at   least  one 
member  was  60  years  old  or  older  consisting  of  61,937  (47%)   owner 
households  and  68,646  (53%)    renter  households. 

It  is   assumed  that  the  elderly   low-rent  market  would  draw  largely 
from   1-  or  2-person  renter  households  with  incomes  between  $1,500 
and  $3,999  where  gross  rents  absorb  at   least   17.5  percent  of 
household  incomes.      The  incomes  of  328  renter  households  of  1-  or 
2-persons  were  not  computed  leaving  a  total  of   12,578  households 
confined  by  the  above   limitations.     The  median  family  income  of 
this  group  is   $2,300.     Table  4  presents  a  cross-tabulation  of  the 
pertinent  characteristics  of  these  households.     Included  are  most 
of  the   1-  or  2-person  households  representing  elderly  persons  or 
families  who  would  be  eligible  incomewise  for  public  housing  and 
for  the  most  part  would  not  face  a  substantial  rent  increase  by 
moving  to  a  public   low-rent  housing  project.     Similar  representations 
for  nonwhite  households  are  shown  in  Table  5. 

To  obtain  some  estimate  of  the  number  of  potential  elderly  applicants 
allowances  should  be  made  for  households  containing  ineligible  persons 
or  families  and  for  households  containing  eligible  persons  or  families 
who  would  face  a  rent  increase  by  moving  into  public   low-rent  housing. 
Data  for  these  adjustments  are  given  in  Table  6. 

In  this  group  2,228  households  contained  single  elderly  individuals 
who  were  ineligible  on  an  income  basis.     At   least   1,964  others 
(282  2-person  and  1,682   1-person  households)   would  face  a  rent 
increase  by  moving  into  public   low-rent  housing.     The   latter  figure 
is  a  conservative  estimate  computed  from  the  lowest  applicable 
project  rent  for  each  income  range. 

If  all  8,386  estimated  elderly  potential  applicants  moved  into  public 
low-rent  housing  an  estimated  average  monthly  gross  rent  of  $47.33  per 
unit  would  be  obtained.     By  adding  the  $10  operating  subsidy  per  unit 
for  elderly  tenants  the  average  monthly  revenue  per  unit  obtainable  by 
the  Housing  Authority  becomes   $57.33.      If  the   lowest  average  monthly 
gross  rent  per  unit  needed  to  sustain  financial  solvency  exceeds  this 
figure  some  persons  or  families  in  the   lower  project  rent  groups  could 
not  be  admitted.     The  following  estimates  were  made  by  eliminating 
households  in  the   lowest  project  rent  groups: 

Average  monthly  Total 

gross  rent  potential 

required  per  unit*  applicants 

$47   ($57)  8,386 

$50    ($60)  6,240 

$55    ($65)  4,250 

♦Figures  in  parentheses  include  the 
$10  per  unit  operating  subsidy  for 
elderly  tenants. 
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In  planning  additional  public   low-rent  housing  needed  for  elderly 
occupants  these  factors  should  be  considered.     First,   there  is 
an  unknown  number  of  persons  or  families  included  in  the  basic  Census 
data  who  would  not  qualify  for  admission  as  elderly  since  they  are 
under  62  years  of  age.     Second,  there  are  eligible  elderly  persons 
or  families   living  in  standard  housing  who  would  probably  not  apply 
in  any  significant  number  if  they  are  satisfied  with  their  present 
living  arrangements.     Another  factor  is  that   the  elderly  are  not  as 
mobile  as  nonelderly  groups.     A  final  point  is  that  a  discount 
factor  should  be  made  for  the  860  elderly  persons  and  families 
now   living  in  public   low-rent  housing  dwelling  units  and  for  the 
300  public   low-rent  housing  units  now  being  developed  for  elderly 
occupancy. 


Relinquished  War  Housing  Dwelling  Units 

Last  March  a  housing  survey  was  made  covering  the  2,650  remaining 
relinquished  war  housing  units  in  San  Francisco.     Every  fourth 
dwelling  unit  was  included  in  the  survey  enumeration.      (See  Appendix 
for  details  on  survey  technique.)     Some  general  characteristics  are 
shown  below. 

Total  count  in  survey  100.0% 

Complete  reports  92.0 

By  nonelderly  families  75.5 

By  nonelderly  individuals  8.9 

By  elderly  individuals  or  families  7.6 

Incomplete  reports  8.0 

Vacancies  or  not  available  for  leasing           5.4 

Information  refused  1.1 

No  response  1.5 

For  those  persons  or  families  represented  in  the  survey  36  percent 
were  found  living  in  overcrowded  conditions;  98  percent  planned  to 
remain  in  San  Francisco  and  of  these  95  percent  were  interested  in 
renting. 

Two  thousand  nonelderly  families  were  represented  in  the  survey 
(see  Table  7).     The  racial  composition  was  21  percent  white  and  79 
percent  nonwhite.     Negro  families  comprised  90.4  percent  of  the 
nonwhite  group.     Half  of  all  surveyed  families  had  reported  annual 
incomes  of  $5,068  or  less  in   1963.      For  white  families  the  equivalent 
figure  was   $5,612;   for  nonwhite  families  it  was  $4,958. 

Among  the  nonelderly  white  families   14  percent  were  2-person  families, 
41  percent  consisted  of  families  of  3  or  4  persons,   and  45  percent  of 
the  total  group  included  families  of  5  or  more  persons.     For  nonelderly 
nonwhite  families  the  percentages  for  each  family-size  group  are  20, 
40  and  40  respectively  (see  Tables   8  and  9). 
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The  following  computations  show  broad  income  groups   (from  Table  7): 

Total  White  Nonwhite 

Reported  income       families     families     families 

Total  100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 

Under  $4000  32.8  24.1  35.2 
$4000  to  5999  37.2  35.6  37.6 
$6000  and  over      30.0      40.3      27.2 

For  the  2,000  nonelderly  families  represented,   1,172,  or  59  percent, 
were  found  to  be  eligible  incomewise  for  public   low-rent  housing. 
Nearly  three-fourths  of  this  group   (71  percent)   qualified  under  the 
regular  admission  income   limits  now  in  effect.     Other  eligible 
families   (29  percent)   qualify  under  the  special  admission  income 
limits  only. 

In  order  to  arrive  at  some  reasonable  estimate  of  the  number  of 
potential  applicants  for  public   low-rent  housing  certain  allowances 
are  considered.     Families  of  servicemen  should  be  discounted  as  a 
market  factor  on  the  assumption  that  they  usually  represent  a 
transient  group.     Furthermore  many  of  them  can  obtain  military 
housing  accommodations.     Another  discount  is  made  for  families 
planning  to   leave  San  Francisco.     Some  eligible  families  were  not 
interested  in  applying  for  a  public   low-rent  housing  unit.     Eligible 
families  who  have  already  applied  (within  the  past  year)    for  public 
low-rent  housing  are  eliminated  here  as  they  will  be  accounted  for 
elsewhere  in  this  report. 

A  further  market  discount  is  made  for  any  eligible  family  who  would 
face  a  gross  rent  increase  of  50  percent  or  more  by  moving  into  a 
public   low-rent  housing  unit.     All  of  these  families  had  annual 
incomes  in  excess  of  $3,500. 

Within  the  past  year  only  136  eligible  families   living  in  war  housing 
units  applied  for  public   low-rent  housing.      Less  than   15  percent  of 
these  families  would  experience  a  rent  increase  of  50  percent  or 
more.     Nearly  40  percent  would  pay  equivalent  gross   rents  or  less  by 
moving  into  public   low-rent  housing. 

A  summary  of  eligible  nonelderly  families  by  the  above  classifications 
is  shown  on  the  next  page. 
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48 

4.1 

24 

2.1 

68 

5.8 

136 

11.6 

Total  eligible  families  1,172        100.0° 

Less:      families  of  servicemen 

planning  to  leave  city 

not  interested 

have  applied 

face  rent  increase  of 

50%   or  more  236  20.1 

Estimated  potential  applicants         660         56.3 

Racial  composition: 

White  families   116,   or  18  percent 
Nonwhite  families  544,   or  82  percent 

The  nonelderly  potential  applicants  are  distributed  by  family  size  and 
race  as  follows: 


White 

Nonwhite 

Total 

100.0% 

100.0% 

2  persons 

13.8 

25.0 

3  persons 

17.2 

22.8 

4  persons 

24.1 

19.1 

5  persons 

20.8 

11.8 

6  or  more 

24.1 

21.3 

Reported  annual  incomes  of  potential  applicants  as  estimated  are 
presented  in  Table   10.     Half  of  these  families  reported  annual  incomes 
in  1963  of  $3,192  or   less.     Nearly  one- third  of  these   (32  percent) 
reported  incomes  under  $2,500. 

If  all  660  potential  applicants  moved  into  public   low-rent  housing, 
an  average  gross   rent  of  $58  would  be  achieved.      If  the   lowest  average 
gross  rent  needed  to  sustain  financial  solvency  exceeds   this  figure, 
some  families  in  the   lower  project  rent  groups  could  not  be  admitted. 
To  illustrate  this  point  the  following  estimates  were  derived  using 
applicable  project  rents: 

Average  monthly  Total 

gross  rent  potential 

required  per  unit         applicants 

$58  660 

60  596 

65  460 
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There  were  236  nonelderly  individuals  included  in  the  survey.  All 
would  be  ineligible  for  public  low-rent  housing  under  present  law. 
Their  reported  annual  incomes  are  shown  below: 


Total  100.03 


Under 

$2000 

42.4 

$2000 

-  2999 

11.9 

3000 

-  3999 

18.6 

4000 

-  4999 

8.5 

5000 

and  over 

18.6 

Included  also  in  the  survey  were:      72  elderly  individuals  and   128 
elderly  families.      (Racial  composition:     30  percent  white  and  70 
percent  nonwhite.) 

All  elderly  individuals  would  be  eligible  for  low-rent  housing  and 
would  pay  the  prevailing  minimum  gross   rent  of  $39  if  they  moved 
into  public   low-rent  housing.     One  hundred  of  the   128  elderly 
families  were  eligible.      If  these  elderly  families  were  admitted 
to  public   low-rent  housing  an  average  gross  project   rent  of  $55  is 
estimated.     The  $10  operating  subsidy  for  the  elderly  could  apply. 

Any  of  these  elderly  individuals  or  families  who  were  living  in 
San  Francisco  in  1960  would  be  included  in  the  figures  in  the 
section  of  this  report  dealing  with  the  elderly. 


Applications  for  Public  Low-rent  Housing 

The  Housing  Authority  undertook  a  special  study  during  the  first 
part  of  the  year   (February  through  May)    of  applications  for  public 
low-rent  housing.     This  study  included  tabulations  showing  application 
activity  patterns.      The  results  have  been  computed  for  analysis  on  the 
basis  of  average  monthly  figures  for  the  four-month  period  under  study. 

For  this  period  the  average  number  of  all  applications  amounted  to 
2,782  per  month   (see  Table  11).     Most  of  these  applications   (1,758  or 
63  percent)    represented  apparently  eligible  persons  or  families  who 
have  not  recently  applied  or  reaffirmed  their  interest  in  obtaining 
a  public   low-rent  housing  unit.     The  rest  of  the  applications   (1,024 
or  37  percent)    includes  persons  or  families  that  have  shown  current 
interest  and  have  been  determined  to  be  eligible  by  the  Housing 
Authority.      It  is   this  group  that  provides  the  most  reliable 
measurement  of  effective  demand. 

Sixty-five  percent  of  all  nonelderly  applicants  were  represented 
by  current  verified  applications.        In  contrast  the  corresponding 
ratio  for  the  elderly  applicants  was   only  twenty  percent.     An 
explanation  for  this  difference  is  the  relative   limited  number 
of  suitable  public   low-rent  housing  units  available  for  elderly 
occupancy.      For  this  reason  the  Housing  Authority  does  not  send  out 
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renewal  notices  to  elderly  applicants  as  is  done  periodically  for 
nonelderly  applicants.  Therefore  applications  from  the  elderly 
that  are  not  verified  or  current  have  greater  significance  than 
those  in  the  nonelderly  category. 

Table  12  presents  a  comparison  of  the  average  number  of  current 
verified  applications  per  month  with  the  average  number  of 
applicants  housed  per  month  for  the  stated  period. 

The  total  counts  shown  in  Tables  11  and  12  are  different.   The 
figures  in  Table  12  reflect  the  results  of  activity  during  the 
month  while  those  in  Table  11  reflect  the  status  of  applications 
remaining  after  all  activity  at  the  end  of  the  month. 

Of  the  total  current  verified  applicants  an  average  of  one  out  of 
nine  was  housed  per  month  during  the  period  under  study.   For  the 
nonelderly  the  corresponding  ratio  was  one  out  of  seven;  for  the 
elderly  it  was  one  out  of  46  (Table  12).   These  comparisons 
demonstrate  a  strong  demand  for  existing  public  low-rent  housing 
units,  especially  among  elderly  applicants. 

A  distribution  of  average  monthly  current  verified  applications  by 
monthly  project  gross  rent  is  shown  in  Table  13.  Here  the  average 
monthly  gross  rent  is  calculated  at  $54.73  per  unit.  By  making  an 
allowance  for  the  $10  operating  subsidy  for  elderly  tenants  the 
average  monthly  revenue  per  unit  becomes  $58.20.   Greater  project 
revenue  requirements  have  these  practical  effects  on  restricting 
the  average  number  of  potential  tenants: 

Average  monthly     Total 
revenue  required    potential 
per  unit tenants 

$58  1,024 

60  900 

65  600 

Conclusions 

Three  significant  resources  comprise  the  potential  market  in  San 
Francisco  for  public  low-rent  housing.   Applicants  for  this  housing 
are  represented  in  all  three  categories. 

A  major  resource  is  renter  families  living  in  substandard  dwellings 
of  which  there  were  4,933  in  San  Francisco  in  1960.  Among  them 
were  2,570  families  with  reported  annual  incomes  between  $1,500  and 
$5,999.  Of  these  1,890  were  determined  to  be  eligible  incomewise 
for  public  low-rent  housing.  This  represents  approximately  75  percent 
of  families  with  incomes  between  $1,500  and  $5,999.  Within  this  same 
income  range  there  were  1,380  families  who  paid  17.5  percent  or  more 
of  their  income  for  gross  rent.  Among  these  1,380  families  1,170 
could  move  into  public  low-rent  housing  at  no  increase  in  their  present 
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gross  rent.     However  not  all  of  these  families  are  eligible.     One 
way  to  adjust  this  figure  to  allow  for  eligibility,   since  they  are 
part  of  the  2,570  families  with  incomes  between  $1,500  -   $5,999, 
is  to  use  the  75  percent  factor  explained  above.     This  would  indicate 
that  there  are  about  900  potential  applicants  among  renter  families 
in  substandard  dwellings  who  are  eligible  and  would  face  no  increase 
in  rent  by  moving  into  public   low-rent  housing  units. 

In  the  discussion  of  the  market  for  public   low-rent  housing  for  the 
elderly  it  was  estimated  that  there  were  8,386  elderly  potential 
applicants.      For  reasons  stated  on  page  6  a  substantial  allowance 
should  be  made  in  the  number  of  elderly  potential  applicants  for 
planning  purposes.     There  is  no  satisfactory  way  to  arrive  at  this 
discount  factor,  but  50  percent  does  not  seem  unreasonable.     A 
further  discount  should  then  be  made  for  the  elderly  population 
now   living  in  public   low-housing  (860)   and  for  the  300  units  now 
being  developed  for  their  accommodation.      This   reduces  the  number 
of  elderly  potential  applicants  to  about  3,000. 

The  study  of  application  activity  among  prospective  tenants  for 
public   low-rent  housing  provides  strong  substance   to  the  foregoing 
findings.     The  basic  market  factors  thus   discussed  were  founded  on 
economic  considerations.     Applications  alone  do  not  provide  a 
measurement  of  the  overall  market  potential  but  they  certainly 
indicate  actual  interest.     This  is  particularly  emphasized  by  the 
applications  from  elderly  persons  or  families   that  are  pending 
verification  or  are  considered  as  noncurrent.      For  the  four-month 
period  used  in  the  study  the  monthly  average  number  in  this  group 
was   1,400.     Of  these  a   little  over  500  represented  applicants  who 
were  found  to  be  eligible  at   one  time  but  who  have  not  reaffirmed 
their  interest.     This  can  be   largely  attributed  to  the   limited 
number  of  public   low-rent  dwellings  for  their  use.      In  effect  this 
means  that  most  eligible  elderly  applicants  face  a  long  waiting 
period  for  admission. 

There  are  two  groups  among  the  estimated  potential  applicants   living 
in  relinquished  war  housing  units.     One  hundred  thirty-six  nonelderly 
families  in  war  housing  have  applied  for  public   low-rent  housing 
and  have  been  determined  to  be  eligible. 

The  other  group  consists  of  the  660  tenants  who  were  determined  to 
be  potential  applicants  for  public   low-rent  housing.     The  extent  of 
their  interest  in  actually  applying  for  public   low-rent  housing  will 
be  governed  largely  by  the  reality  of  their  actual  displacement. 
Noted  in  support  of  this  assumption  is   the  fact  that   less  than   12 
percent  of  families  eligible  for  public   low-rent  housing  have  filed 
applications  within  the  past  year.     A  possible  reason  for  this 
relative   lack  of  interest   is  that  70  percent  of  eligible  families 
would  experience  an  increase  in  gross  rent  by  moving  into  public 
low-rent  housing. 
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Table  14  presents  a  summary  of  all  potential  applicants  considered 
in  this  study.  Adjustments  to  achieve  monthly  project  gross  rents 
were  made  by  use  of  the  data  previously  presented. 

On  the  basis  of  the  results  of  this  study  and  the  conditions  assumed 
it  appears  that  an  additional  public  low-rent  housing  program  of 
2,500  units  can  be  feasibly  utilized.   This  number  should  consist 
of  1,000  units  for  the  nonelderly  and  1,500  for  the  elderly. 
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Table  1.   Renter  Families  in  Substandard  Housing  with  Reported 
Annual  Incomes  in  1959  from  $1500  to  $5999  by  Size 


nf  Fam 

Lly:  Apri 

J  lQftO 

Reported 

Total 

Family  size 

annual 

3  or  4 

5  or  more 

income 

2  persons 

persons 

persons 

All  families 

2570 

1450 

680 

440 

Percent 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

$1500  -  1999 

14.0 

19.7 

10.9 

- 

2000  -  2499 

14.8 

15.3 

13.8 

14.6 

2500  -  2999 

10.6 

11.9 

9.4 

7.9 

3000  -  3499 

11.7 

11.6 

12.3 

11.2 

3500  -  3999 

13.0 

10.9 

11.6 

22.5 

4000  -  4999 

21.1 

18.7 

18.1 

33.7 

5000  -  5999 

14.8 

11.9 

23.9 

10.1 

Table  2.   Renter  Families  in  Substandard  Housing  with  Reported 

Annual  Incomes  in  1959  from  $1500  to  $5999  and  Monthly 
Gross  Rent  at  Rent-Income  Ratios  of  17.5  Percent  or 
More  by  Race:  April  1960 


Ranges  of  annual 

Total 

Families 

by  race 

incomes  and  monthly 

gross  rent  5J 

White 

Nonwhite 

All  families 

1380 

620 

760 

Percent 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Incomes:   $1500  -  2499 

47.1 

42.0 

51.4 

Gross  rents: 

$22  -  46  (17.5  -  22.4%) 

5.3 

7.0 

3.7 

28  -  57  (22.5  -  27.4%) 

11.0 

9.2 

12.3 

34  -  67  (27.5  -  32.4%) 

9.2 

10.0 

8.7 

41  or  more  (32.5%  or  more) 

21.6 

15.8 

26.7 

Incomes:   $2500  -  3999 

36.2 

37.6 

35.3 

Gross  rents : 

$36  -  75  (17.5  -  22.4%) 

17.0 

19.4 

15.2 

47  -  91  (22.5  -  27.4%) 

10.3 

11.2 

9.7 

57  -  108  (27.5  -  32.4%) 

4.3 

3.5 

4.7 

68  or  more  (32.5%  or  more) 

4.6 

3.5 

5.7 

Incomes:   $4000  -  5999 

16.7 

20.4 

13.3 

Gross  rents: 

$58  -  112  (17.5  -  22.4%) 

10.3 

12.3 

8.6 

75  -  137  (22.5  -  27.4%) 

3.2 

2.3 

3.7 

91  -  162  (27.5  -  32.4%) 

2.1 

4.6 

- 

108  or  more  (32.5%  or  more) 

1.1 

1.2 

1.0 

a/  Equivalent  rent-income  ratios  shown  in  parentheses, 


Table  3.     Estimated  Eligible  Families  with  Incomes  of  $1500  or  more  by 
Income  in   1959,   Family  Size  and  Applicable  Monthly  Project 
Rent    1/ 


Ranges  of 

Total 

Family  size   (by  person) 

annual 

Two 

Three  or  four 

Five  or 

more 

income 

Number 

Rent 

Number 

Rent 

Number 

Rent 

Eligible  families 

1,890 

1,030 

- 

460 

- 

400 

- 

Percent 

100.0 

54.6 

_ 

24.3 

_ 

21.1 

_ 

$1500  -    1999 

19.1 

15.2 

$39 

3.9 

$39 

. 

- 

2000  -   2499 

20.2 

11.8 

41 

5.0 

41 

3.4 

$39 

2500  -   2999 

14.3 

9.1 

50 

3.4 

50 

1.8 

42 

3000  -  3499 

15.6 

8.6 

58 

4.4 

58 

2.6 

51 

3500  -   3999 

17.7 

8.3 

67 

4.2 

67 

5.2 

60 

4000   -   4499 

9.2 

1.6 

76 

3.4 

76 

4.2 

69 

4500  -   4999 

3.9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

3.9 

78 

Average  rent 

$52.81 

$49.60 

- 

$54.40 

- 

$59.29 

. 

"T7     Project  rents  were  estimated  by  applying  the  Housing  Authority's 
rent  schedules  to  the  midpoint  of  each  income  range. 


Table  4.     All  Households  of  1-  and  2-Persons  with  Members  60  Years  Old 
and  Over  by  Annual  Incomes  in   1959  from  $1500  to  $3999  and 
Monthly  Gross  Rent  Ranges  at  Rent-Income  Ratios  of  17.5 

Percent    nr  Mnrs  • Apr-j  1     1960 


2-person  households 

Ranges  of  annual 

Male  head 

incomes  in  1959  and 
monthly  eross  rent  —' 

Total 

with  wife 

Other 

1-person 

present 

households 

Renter  -  occupied  units 

12,578 

2,753 

1,000 

8,825 

Incomes:  $1500  -  1999 

4,621 

640 

276 

3,705 

Gross  rents: 

$22  -  37  (17.5  -  22.4%) 

625 

18 

12 

595 

28  -  46  (22.5  -  27.4%) 

665 

45 

24 

596 

34  -  54  (27.5  -  32.4%) 

609 

74 

21 

514 

41  or  more  (32.5%  or  more) 

2,722 

503 

219 

2,000 

Incomes:  $2000  -  2499 

2,776 

669 

186 

1,921 

Gross  rents : 

$29  -  46  (17.5  -  22.4%) 

326 

57 

13 

256 

38  -  57  (22.5  -  27.4%) 

538 

107 

26 

405 

46  -  67  (27.5  -  32.4%) 

400 

92 

21 

287 

54  and  over  (32.5%  or  more) 

1,512 

413 

126 

973 

Incomes:   $2500  -  2999 

1,881 

520 

147 

1,214 

Gross  rents: 

$36  -  56  (17.5  -  22.4%) 

274 

81 

4 

189 

47  -  68  (22.5  -  27.4%) 

341 

104 

40 

197 

57  -  81  (27.5  -  32.4%) 

409 

95 

30 

284 

68  and  over  (32.5%  or  more) 

857 

240 

73 

544 

Incomes:  $3000  -  3999 

3,300 

924 

391 

1,985 

Gross  rents: 

$44  -  75  (17.5  -  22.4%) 

902 

230 

84 

588 

56  -  91  (22.5  -  27.4%) 

1,019 

299 

132 

588 

69  -  108  (27.5  -  32.4%) 

688 

234 

77 

377 

81  and  over  (32.5%  or  more) 

691 

161 

98 

432 

a/ Equivalent  rent-income  ratios  shown  in  parentheses. 


Table  5.  Nonwhite  Households  of  1-  and  2-Persons  with  Members  60  Years 
Old  and  Over  by  Annual  Incomes  in  1959  from  $1500  to  $3999 
and  Monthly  Gross  Rent  Ranges  at  Rent- Income  Ratios  of  17.5 
Percent  or  More:  April  1960 


2-person  h 

ouseholds 

Ranges  of  annual 

Male  head 

incomes  in  1959  and 

Total 

with  wife 

Other 

1-person 

monthly  gross  rent  —' 

present 

households 

Renter  -  occupied  units 

638 

234 

80 

324 

Incomes:   $1500  -  1999 

282 

70 

31 

181 

Gross  rents: 

$22  -  37  (17.5  -  22.4%) 

74 

9 

- 

65 

28  -  46  (22.5  -  27.4%) 

17 

4 

- 

13 

34  -  54  (27.5  -  32.4%) 

55 

13 

4 

38 

41  or  more  (32.5%  or  more) 

136 

44 

27 

65 

Incomes:   $2000  -  2499 

149 

57 

13 

79 

Gross  rents: 

$29  -  46  (17.5  -  22.4%) 

37 

16 

9 

12 

38  -  57  (22.5  -  27.4%) 

21 

4 

- 

17 

46  -  67  (27.5  -  32.4%) 

35 

8 

- 

27 

54  and  over  (32.5%  or  more) 

56 

29 

4 

23 

Incomes:   $2500  -  2999 

76 

35 

12 

29 

Gross  rents: 

$36  -  56  (17.5  -  22.4%) 

20 

16 

- 

4 

47  -  68  (22.5  -  27.4%) 

24 

12 

8 

4 

57  -  81  (27.5  -  32.4%) 

12 

3 

- 

9 

68  and  over  (32.5%  or  more) 

20 

4 

4 

12 

Incomes:   $3000  -  3999 

131 

72 

24 

35 

Gross  rents: 

$44  -  75  (17.5  -  22.4%) 

46 

34 

8 

4 

56  -  91  (22.5  -  27.4%) 

36 

11 

5 

20 

69  -  108  (27.5  -  32.4%) 

37 

19 

7 

11 

81  and  over  (32.5%  or  more) 

12 

8 

4 

- 

a/  Equivalent  rent-income  ratios  shown  in  parentheses. 


Table  6.     Potential  Applicant  Households  of  1-  and  2-Persons 
with  Members  60  Years  Old  and  Over  by  Income  in 
1959  and  Applicable  Monthly  Project  Rent  jy 


Ranges  of 

Total 

Household 

size 

annual 

1-person 

2-person 

income 

Number 

Rent 

Number 

Rent 

Potential 

applicants 

8386 

4915 

- 

3471 

- 

Percent 

100.0 

58.6 

_ 

41.4 

_ 

$1500  -  1999 

41.0 

31.2 

$39.00 

9.8 

$39.00 

2000  -  2499 

27.9 

18.3 

50.00 

9.6 

41.00 

2500  -  2999 

16.6 

9.1 

59.00 

7.5 

50.00 

3000  -  3999 

14.5 

- 

- 

14.5 

63.00 

Average  rent 

$47.33 

- 

$45.54 

. 

$49.86 

a/     Project  rents  were  estimated  by  applying  the  Housing 

Authority's  rent  schedules  to  the  midpoint  of  each  income 
range . 


Table  7.   Nonelderly  Fami 

lies  in  Relinquished  War 

Housing  by  Income  and  Race: 

March  1964 

Reported 

annual 

income 

Total 

Ra 

:e 

White 

Nonwhite 

All  families 

2000 

416 

1584 

Percent 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Under  $2000 

6.2 

1.0 

7.6 

$2000-2499 

6.4 

7.7 

6.1 

2500-2999 

5.6 

5.8 

5.6 

3000-3499 

6.6 

2.9 

7.6 

3500-3999 

8.0 

6.7 

8.3 

4000-4499 

8.0 

7.7 

8.1 

4500-4999 

7.6 

8.7 

7.3 

5000-5499 

11.8 

6.7 

13.1 

5500-5999 

9.8 

12.5 

9.1 

6000-6999 

12.2 

21.1 

9.8 

7000  and  over 

17.8 

19.2 

17.4 

Median  income 

$5068 

$5612 

$4958 

Table  8.  Nonelderly  White  Families  . 

m  Relinquished  War 

Housing  bv  Family  Size  and 

Income:  March  1964 

Reported 
annual 

Family  size 

Total 

1 

3  or  4 

5  or  more 

income 

2  persons 

persons 

persons 

All  families 

416 

56 

172 

188 

Percent 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Under  $2000 

1.0 

7.2 

- 

- 

$2000-2499 

7.7 

7.2 

11.6 

4.3 

2500-2999 

5.8 

- 

4.7 

8.5 

3000-3499 

2.9 

- 

7.0 

- 

3500-3999 

6.7 

14.2 

4.7 

6.4 

4000-4499 

7.7 

7.2 

11.6 

4.3 

4500-4999 

8.7 

7.2 

11.6 

6.4 

5000-5499 

6.7 

7.2 

4.7 

8.5 

5500-5999 

12.5 

7.2 

14.0 

12.8 

6000-6999 

21.1 

28.4 

11.6 

27.6 

7000  and  over 

19.2 

14.2 

18.5 

21.2 

Median  income 

$5612 

_ 

$4949 

$5953 

Table  9,  Nonelderly  Nonwhite  Families  in  Relinquished  War 
Housing  by  Family  Size  and  Income:   March  1964 


Reported 
annua 1 

Total 

Family  size 

3  or  4 

5  or  more 

inrQtnA 

2  persons 

persons 

persons 

All  families 

1584 

316 

640 

628 

Percent 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Under  $2000 

7.6 

16.2 

10.0 

0.6 

$2000-2499 

6.1 

3.8 

8.1 

5.1 

2500-2999 

5.6 

7.6 

7.5 

2.6 

3000-3499 

7.6 

10.1 

6.3 

7.6 

3500-3999 

8.3 

10.1 

9.4 

6.4 

4000-4499 

8.1 

7.6 

9.4 

7.0 

4500-4999 

7.3 

6.3 

9.4 

5.7 

5000-5499 

13.1 

10.1 

10.0 

17.8 

5500-5999 

9.1 

6.3 

9.4 

10.2 

6000-6999 

9.8 

11.4 

6.9 

12.1 

7000  and  over 

17.4 

10.1 

13.6 

24.9 

Median  income 

$4958 

$4147 

$4463 

$5421 

Table  10.  Estimated  Nonelderly  Potential  Applicant 
Families  in  Relinquished  War  Housing  by 
Income  and  Race:  March  1964 


Reported 
annual 

Race 

Total 

income 

White 

.Monwhite 

All  families 

660 

116 

544 

Percent 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Under   $2000 

17.6 

3.4 

20.6 

$2000-2499 

14.6 

17.3 

14.0 

2500-2999 

12.7 

20.7 

11.0 

3000-3499 

13.3 

10.3 

14.0 

3500-3999 

18.8 

27.6 

16.9 

4000-4499 

13.9 

17.3 

13.2 

4500-4999 

4.9 

3.4 

5.2 

5000-5499 

3.6 

- 

4.4 

5500-5999 

0.6 

- 

0.7 

Median  income 

$3192 

$3418 

$3157 

Table   11.     Average  Monthly  Applications  on  Hand  End  of  Month  by  Nonelderly 
and  Elderly  Class  and  Race:     February  through  May  1964 

All 

Class  and  race  of  applicants 

Number 

Percent 

Nonelderly 

Elderly 

Applications 

White 

Nonwhite 

White 

Nonwhite 

Total 

2782 

100.0 

253 

770 

1220 

539 

Current  verified 
applications 

1024 

36.8 

158 

512 

212 

142 

Applications  pending 
verifications  or 
noncurrent 

1758 

63.2 

95 

258 

1008 

397 

Table   12.      Average  Monthly  Current  Verified 

Applications  and  Applicants  Housed 
in  Low-rent  Housing  by  Nonelderly 
and  Elderly  Class  and  Race: 

February  through  May  1964 


Class 

and 

race 


Current  verified  applications 


Average 
number 


Average 

number 

housed 


Ratio  ± 


a/ 


Total  applicants 

Total  nonelderly 
White 
Nonwhite 

Total  elderly 
White 
Nonwhite 


1186 

817 
216 
601 

369 

230 
140 


126 

118 

47 
72 

8 
6 
2 


9:1 

7:1 
5:1 
8:1 

46:1 
38.1 
70:1 


a/  Number  of  applicants  per  applicant  housed 
(rounded  to  nearest  whole  number). 


Table  13.  Average  Monthly  Current  Verified  Applications  on  Hand  End  of 
Month  by  Nonelderly  and  Elderly  Class,  Race  and  Project  Gross 
Rftnf  February  through  May  1964  a/ 


Monthly 
gross 
rent 


jm 


Number 


Pg.r.cent 


Class  and  race  of  applicants 


Nonelderly 


White 


Nonwhite 


F.lriR 


White 


rly 


Monwhitp 


Total   applicants 


1024 


100.0 


$39 
45 
50 
55 
60 
65 
70 
75 


44 
49 
54 
59 
64 
69 
74 
79 


80  and   over 


364 

35.6 

79 

7.7 

47 

4.6 

139 

13.6 

168 

16.4 

86 

8.4 

94 

9.2 

24 

2.3 

23 

2.2 

Average  rent  _' 


b/ 


$54.73 


158 

23 

8 

9 

27 

42 

21 

20 

5 

2 

$59.70 


512 

63 
24 
30 
106 
117 
62 
72 
19 
20 

$60.56 


212 

167 
31 
4 
4 
2 
1 


$43.53 


142 

108 
16 
4 
3 
7 
2 
2 

1 

$45.18 


a/     Column  figures  do  not  necessarily  add  to  totals   as  they  represent 

averages, 
b_/     Computed  at  the  midpoint  of  each  rent  range. 


Table  14.  Potential  Applicants  for  Public  Low-rent  Housing  in 

San  Francisco  by  Market  Resource  and  Specified 
Rent  Requirements 


Market 
resource 


Total 


Adjustment  to  achieve 
these  average  gross  rents 


$60  PUM  £/ 


$65  PUM  */ 


Total  potential  applicants 

Renter  families  in 
substandard  dwellings 

Elderly  persons  and 
families 

Tenants  in  relinquished 
war  housing  units 

Have  applied 
Not  applied 


4696 


900 


3000 


136 
660 


3521 


575 


2230 


120 
596 


2480 


425 


1500 


95 
460 


~a7  Per  unit -month 


Definitions  of  Terms 

Applications 

Current  -  Those  that  have  affirmed  or  re-affirmed  interest  in 
public  low-rent  housing  within  six  (6)  months  prior  to  date 
of  report. 

Non-Current  -  Those  that  have  not  re-affirmed  interest  in 
public  low-rent  housing  within  six  (6)  months  prior  to  date 
of  report. 

Verified  -  Those  that  have  been  audited  and  determined  to  be 
eligible  for  public  low-rent  housing. 

Dwelling  Unit  -  In  general  a  dwelling  unit  is  a  group  of  rooms  or 
a  single  room  occupied  or  intended  for  occupancy  as  separate  living 
quarters  by  a  family  or  other  group  of  persons  living  together  or 
by  a  person  living  alone. 

Elderly  Family  -  A  family  of  two  persons  in  which  the  head  or  his 
"spouse  is  62  years  of  age  or  older. 

Elderly  Individual  -  Any  person  62  years  of  age  or  more  not  living 
with  spouse. 

Family  -  In  general,  a  family  is  two  or  more  persons  living  together 
and  related  by  blood,  marriage  or  adoption. 

Family  Income  -  Income  is  the  sum  of  the  money  received  during  the 
year,  less  losses,  from  the  following  sources:  wages  or  salary; 
net  income  (or  loss)  from  the  operation  of  a  farm,  ranch,  business 
or  profession;  net  income  (or  loss)  from  rents  or  receipts  from 
roomers  or  boarders;  royalties;  interest,  dividends  and  periodic 
income  from  estates  and  trust  funds;  pensions,  veterans'  payments, 
Armed  Forces'  allotments  for  dependents,  and  other  governmental 
payments  or  assistance;  and  other  income  such  as  contributions  for 
support  from  persons  who  are  not  members  of  the  household,  alimony, 
and  periodic  receipts  from  insurance  policies  or  annuities.  The 
figures  in  this  report  represent  the  amount  of  income  received  before 
deductions  for  personal  income  taxes,  social  security,  bond  purchases, 
union  dues,  etc. 

Gross  Monthly  Rent  -  Gross  monthly  rent  is  contract  monthly  rent  plus 
the  reported  average  monthly  cost  of  utilities  (water,  electricity, 
gas)  and  fuels  such  as  wood,  coal  and  oil,  provided  these  items 
were  paid  for  by  the  renter  in  addition  to  contract  monthly  rent. 

Median  -  The  median  (one  of  several  averages)  is  a  theoretical  value, 
the  computation  of  which  assumes  a  continuous  distribution  and  which 
divides  a  series  of  measures  into  two  equal  groups — one  group  with 
measures  of  higher  value  and  one  group  with  measures  of  lower  value. 


Overcrowded  -  Any  dwelling  in  which  there  are  more  than  two  regular 
family  members  per  one  bedroom  or  more  than  one  person  per  efficiency 
unit. 

Substandard  -  A  unit  is  considered  as  substandard  if  it  is  either 
(1)  dilapidated  or  (2)  lacks  one  or  more  of  the  following  plumbing 
facilities:  hot  and  cold  piped  water  inside  the  structure,  flush 
toilet  inside  the  structure  for  the  exclusive  use  of  the  occupants 
of  the  unit,  and  bathtub  (or  shower)  inside  the  structure  for  the 
exclusive  use  of  the  occupants  of  the  unit. 


Appendix  A:   Survey  Procedure 

An  account  card  for  each  tenant  living  in  a  temporary  project  is 
on  file  in  the  central  office  of  the  Authority.   These  cards  are 
filed  in  numerical  order.  Every  fourth  card  was  drawn.  A  form 
letter  was  then  sent  to  the  tenant  concerned  advising  him  that  a 
housing  survey  was  about  to  be  taken,  the  purpose  of  the  survey  and 
a  request  for  cooperation.   The  address  on  each  letter  was  also 
typed  at  the  same  time  on  the  questionnaire  form.   Members  of  the 
Authority's  management  staff  then  conducted  the  actual  survey. 
Each  staff  member  concerned  was  given  a  series  of  forms.  He  called 
personally  at  each  address  to  obtain  the  specified  data.  No 
substitution  was  made  if  for  any  reason  (vacancy,  refusal,  etc.) 
the  interview  could  not  be  completed.   At  least  two  call-backs 
were  made  at  any  address  where  no  adult  was  present  at  the  time  the 
interviewer  called. 

The  completed  survey  forms  were  then  checked  for  content  and  accuracy. 
A  member  of  the  Authority's  Occupancy  staff  determined  the  eligibility 
for  low-rent  housing  admission  of  any  person  or  family  included  in  the 
completed  enumeration. 

The  data  on  these  edited  and  coded  forms  were  then  ready  for 
tabulation  and  analysis.   This  work  was  undertaken  by  the  PHA  staff 
members  concerned. 

As  a  check  on  the  reliability  of  the  selected  sample  a  distribution 
was  made  of  all  dwelling  units  selected  for  survey  use  by  size  of 
unit.   This  distribution  is  shown  below  in  a  comparison  with  the 
actual  size  distribution  of  all  temporary  dwelling  units. 


Size  of 

Actual 

Survey 

dwelling 

count 

count 

Difference 

Total 

100.0% 

100.0% 

0  -  bedroom 

3.1 

3.3 

♦0.2 

1  -  bedroom 

32.3 

31.6 

-0.7 

2  -  bedrooms 

47.6 

47.9 

+0.3 

3  -  bedrooms 

15.7 

16.3 

♦0.6 

4  and  5  bedrooms 

1.3 

0.9 

-0.4 

A  copy  of  the  survey  questionnaire  form  follows, 


Family  composition  (Code     ) 

a.  Number  of  adults « •»•• 

b.  Number  of  minors  (under  21) 

c .  Total 

d.  Check  if  family  head  or  spouse  is  62  years  of  age  or  over  .... 
Future  housing  plans 

a ,  Do  you  plan  to  remain  in  San  Francisco?  Yes 

b.  If  "yes,"  are  you  interested  in  renting?  Yes 


c.  As  a  prospective  renter  would  you  be 

interested  in  a  permanent  public  low-rent 
housing  proj ect  apartment? 


d.  Within  the  last  year  have  you  applied  for 
one  of  these  apartments?  . 

i.    Actual  family  income  received  during  1963 

a.  Income  from  wages 


Yes 


Yes 


No^ 
No 

No 

No 


Worker 

Pay  Period 

Amount 

Duration  of  Work 

Total  Amount 

(1)  Head  M 

$ 

$ 

(2)  Second  worker 

$ 

$ 

(3)  Third  worker 

$ 

$ 

b.  Income  from  ALL  OTHER  sources 


Amount  Per  Mo. 

No.  of  Months 

Total  Amount 

(1)  Relief,  pensions,  veterans* 
benefits,  allowance,  etc. 

$ 

$ 

(2)  Business,  self -employment, 
investments,  rents,  etc. 

$ 

$ 

c.  Total  family  income  (add  "a"  and  "b")  $ 


Interviewer 


Date 
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